v-;e_c '<0 L y a -r [ Q , <Ju ~> . 



iviemv ranuum 

■jy* - Honorable tt. Katthev? Byrne, Jr. »ATE:Hay 10, 1973 

s n--« ' ‘ ■> • 

! .i M 

jBtenry• H>* Petersen . 

jfW^A»sista«fc attorney General . • .. . ‘ 

r < ' • ; • . 

sjBjHxri': united States v. Anthony J- Russo, Jr* et al* 


*j^ie attached are answers provided by the 
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A- Federal Bureau of investigation-to the questions 
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>' -ont to the Government by the Court today- 
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J. How jiAn y £ntsrcopticns of ftlloberg were these in i§5$ and IS70? 

;':; - ! ■ ■ * 

we **o not know the answer to this question because a^ yet 
1 vo have not been able to locate tho records. 

. • l ^ ' •’ 

•» • ~ • *• . - . 

2. now long wu.s surveillance of i2alperin*s residence? 

The surveillance occurred between the Spring of 1969 
> and iXune o'f 1971 as best vs can fieterniins. We do not 
know for what period of tine within that span the 

>. surveillance was active. 

> •* ; 

3. What was th& nat-ttrs of the surveillance7 (Example, was 

, ; it court authorised, authorized by the RG r etc.) . ' 

Testisftonial evidence indicates that surveillances were 
authorised by the-Attorney General in accordance with 
i|h national security procedures* The records, however# have 
not been found* • • . /' 

4-, Is it still correct that thoro are iio records of the ». V •: 
.-.surveillance? (Elleberg) 


V> * 


ft® of this date we havi'Scen '•unable'to locate ‘the records'.' 
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5. Khy r 'when the indexes ware run for Helper in during the period 
specified for liis consultancy, vas his name not discovered as 
having been the subject of surveillance? 

The period for Jjalperin*B consultancy was from November 1S?1 
to the present. The court directed us to search the FB^ 
records for Surveillance during this period. There was h6 " 
surveillance nor overhear Inga of Horton Eaipsrin during 
this ti;ae fxaiae. 
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6. The judge wants full report on the results of the Ruckelshaus 
investigation into wiretapping on the ElIsbezg case* 

Our investigation indicates no wiretapping interceptions 
by the? FBI relating to the? Pentagon. Papers investigation# 
except those already submitted to the court in camera, 
and those ware not conducted in connection with the 
Pentagon Papers investigation* 
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7* wh&fc were the procedures £sb the t-ixPO Of tills surVciiiaR^^ 
operation? (What type of records vote kept t&pes, logs.# 
records, etc.) - •' 

. ,- • v’ '> . * * -*•.*. 

Telephonic interceptions were tape recorded ^nd logs were 
transcribed frcaa the tapes - Susaasrics of the logs wore 
prepared end tapes were erased. \> \j .v 

8. Why is there no record ift the FBI's office or the ©epartiaeat of 
justice of these st©pos«4 overhearing#? 

i One of the purposes of the present Investigation underway i 
5. l e to determine the reason for t he dlaan n"*r»nc:«» ^ giSSU & 

FBI and Isapt* of iTus tice records and, the Qispo sir j,uti thsrguj.^ 

Kev interviews are currently being conducted the results ^ 

$r- of which are expected to be obtained shortly* Our inves t_ igation 
shows records had h-sen iWi i.ut-s.ineci? however r t nasc *' 

;u! n&v ; hissing and have heen_sin.ee approsxma t eijf July ^-Oc uobor 19 / i . 

$;. • --—-- -- ' ~ r , • 

9. The court wants a cheek for any electronic surveillance of : 

Helper in back to January i, 1367. If there are no logs or 
records, why not? :•* - ' •' • . • : ■■'" -7 

are checking our records back to 1967 and we wilt rurnrsn 
?/•: th^t information, an soon as it is available. > 

i ■ • " - . ■ "• • • • " - -O'i >;■' V 

10. It there wore logs and records and th<y *re gone, why arid •:- . 

’•where are they? . ...' 7... 

v See ansMijs: Ko. KV" '/"••' 
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